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REMARKS 

After the above amendments, Claims 164, 177, 284-288, 290, 292-293, 295 and 307-309 
are pending. The amendments to Claim 164 and other claims concerning the specificity of the 
claimed antibodies are supported by, e.g., page 12, lines 15-26, page 13, line 15 through page 14, 
line 9, and Examples 1-4, 6 and 10, of the specification. 

A. Information Disclosure Statement 

An Information Disclosure Statement was filed on October 29, 2007. The Examiner 
requested Applicants to submit a Corrected Information Disclosure Statement to identify the 
references by date of publication. Applicants submit herewith a corrected Information 
Disclosure Statement reflecting the dates of publication. Because the Information Disclosure 
Statement was originally filed on October 29, 2007 and because the Corrected Information 
Disclosure Statement is being filed before a first Office Action after the filing of a request for 
continued examination under 37 C.F.R. 1.1 14 (submitted herewith) no fees are believed due for 
the filing of the Corrected Information Disclosure Statement. Applicants further request that 
correctly initialed pages of the Information Disclosure Statement of October 29, 2007 be entered 
into the record. 

B. Section 112 Rejection 

The Examiner continues to reject Claims 164, 177, 221, 231, 285, 287-290, 293, 297, 300 
302 and 305 as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The Examiner 
contends that the disclosure is "not sufficiently representative" of the scope of the claimed 
invention. 

For the reasons discussed in Applicants' previous response, Applicants continue to 
contend that they have provided more than sufficient disclosure to establish that they did, in fact, 
have possession of the entire scope of the claimed invention of the rejected claims as of the filing 
date of the present application. However, in the interests of advancing prosecution, Applicants 
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have limited the present amended claims to cysteinylated proteins. These amendments do not 
represent an admission that the Examiner's rejection or the reasons therefore are correct. 

With respect to cysteinylated proteins, Applicants have provided an extensive and 
detailed description of the claimed invention of the amended claims. See, e.g., paragraphs 
[0034] through [0080], [0093] through [0125], and [0134] through [0143], and Examples 5-8 and 
10, of the present application. 

There is a strong presumption that an adequate written description of the claimed 
invention is present when the application is filed (see MPEP § 2163, page 2100-174), and 
rejection of an original claim for lack of written description should be rare (see MPEP § 2163, 
page 2100-176). It is submitted that the Examiner has not overcome this strong presumption. 

For all of the foregoing reasons, Applicants ask that the Examiner withdraw this 
rejection. 

C. Section 102 Rejection 

It is the Examiner's position that Claims 164 and 284-285 are anticipated by Doyen et al, 

(Mol. Immunol., volume 22, pages 1-20 (1985)) "as evidenced by" Glowacki et al. (J. Biol. 

Chem., volume 279, pages 10864-10871 (2004). 1 It is the Examiner's position that: 

Doyen et al. teach monoclonal antibodies specific for human serum albumin. . . . 
[C]ysteinylated albumin is identical to albumin, except for the presence of a disulphide 
bonded cysteine residue at amino acid residue 34 [("Cys 34")]. Therefore, the antibodies 
taught by Doyen et al. would inherently bind to cysteinylated albumin, since it comprises 
an identical amino acid sequence to albumin .... 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

As noted in Applicants' previous response, the rejected claims are directed to antibodies 

that are specific for cysteinylated albumin. This means that the antibodies will react selectively 

with cysteinylated albumin and will, therefore, be able to distinguish cysteinylated albumin from 

albumin that is not cysteinylated. 



1 It is noted that Glowacki et al. is not prior art to the present application. However, 
for the purpose of responding to the present Office Action only, Applicants will consider that the 
Examiner's reliance on Glowacki et al. to be proper. 
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None of the antibodies described in Doyen et al. are taught to bind specifically to 
cysteinylated albumin. The Doyen et al. antibodies do not bind selectively to cysteinylated 
albumin, as do Applicants' claimed antibodies, and are not able to distinguish cysteinylated 
albumin from albumin that is not cysteinylated. 

The Examiner appears to agree with Applicants' analysis of the teachings of Doyen et al. 
However, in the present Office Action, the Examiner contends that "specific for" means the 
same as "binds to". Applicants disagree with this definition of "specific for". "Specific for" 
means that something is limited or restricted. 2 In other words, antibodies "specific for" 
cysteinylated albumin bind selectively to cysteinylated albumin. 

In any event, in order to advance prosecution, Applicants have added language to the 
claims which expressly requires that the claimed antibodies bind selectively to a cysteinylated 
protein (such as albumin) in the presence of the same protein that is not cysteinylated. This 
language does not change the scope of the claims, as this was the intended meaning of the claims 
as originally filed. 

For the foregoing reasons, this rejection should be withdrawn. 

D. Section 103 Rejection 

It is the Examiner's position that Claims 164, 177, 221, 231, 284-285, 287-291, 293, 297- 
298, 300, 302-303 and 305 are unpatentable over Doyen et al. and Glowacki et al. in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,198,340. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for the reasons 
discussed in the previous section. In particular, the cited references, alone or in combination, do 
not teach or suggest kits containing antibodies that bind selectively to cysteinylated albumin in 
the presence of albumin that is not cysteinylated. Accordingly, Applicants ask that this rejection 
be withdrawn. 



See Webster's New Collegiate Dictionary, (G.&C.Merriam Co., 1981), page 1 108. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants submit that all pending claims are in condition for allowance and such 
disposition is respectfully requested. In the event that a telephone conversation would further 
prosecution and/or expedite allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 
SHERIDAN ROSS P.C. 

By: /Erin A. Kelly/ 

Erin A. Kelly 
Registration No. 62,288 
1560 Broadway, Suite 1200 
Denver, Colorado 80202-5141 
Date: October 22, 2008 (303) 863-9700 
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